4/21/92 


Mr. './illiam Muri)hyt chief 
Motion P^cture,i3ound and Video Branch 
National' Archives , 

Washington, 1)C 2040B 

Dear i^r. Murphy, 

As not finfrcquontly liappeno wheii wo accurajlate tjie years, 79 for mo now, we also 
accumulate stacks of records in tho expectation of further interest in them or in anti- 
cipation of responses. 

I*v(5 had no response from you to my 6 / 15/95 letter relating to the records of the 
broadcasts of the Dallas police. As I then told you, all tliat information was witliin 
luy ihitigated U.A. 76-0322, for all tlie JHC assassination records of the FBI's Dallas 
field office. It not only is within tho litigated rec^uest, it was tho subject of filings 
of both parties. The FBI claimed it did not have any of then, I provided the i‘lil docu- 
ments reflecting tliat it did and where tlioy \/ere and who made what cojiies when and on 
what tape recorder and the merely ignored it. 

Under elite of 5/15/90 lir. Huff wrote Jin L«esar, who liad represented me in the litip 


exactly where jj^.liad informed it they were. Uo makes specific reference to what the 
Departmemt incorrectly told the Court it did not havo, tliese recordings. 

Tliat inforuataon is witliout question witliin my litigated request and \d.tho|Jt 
question tho government was under tho obligation to provide no wkth copies without cost. 

I hope that the <ircliives will not willingly jieriait itself to bo used to frustrate 
the law and the government's obligations under it and hope tluit you no\/ be Icind enough 
to provide me with tlio oopies that should have been given to me more than ^decade ago. 

I would very much appreciate that. 


gation imd who tlion had another client, tliat tho Department liad found the recolWings 


Sincerely, 


Uaroxa weisoerg 

7627 Old Heceivor Hoad 

Frederick, Md. 21702 ^new ;d.p) 




